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Why the U S Chase a “Thin’ A M.

By WILLIAM BEECHER

WASHINGTON——In - ‘the for-
mal statement announcing the
Administration’s decision to de-
ploy a .limited missile defense

around the country last week,

Defense  Secretary Robert 8.
McNamara declared:
“Théidanger in deploying this
relatively light and reliable Chi-
nese-orientéd A.B.M. (anti-bal-
listic missile) system is going to

- ..be _.that pressures will. develop

- to .expand it
" Soviet-oriented A.B.M. system.”

into a heavy

Mr. McNamara, in his state-

- ’ment; announced -that-this light
s X ‘missiles

"He shiowed how' strongly he
opposes any ¢xpansion of this
limited- program . by departing
from™ his- text, whose -every
‘word and- nuance had becn

" . carefully’ gone .over. at.the Peh-

tagon, - Sta;e Department add

. .White House, to add this per-

sonal - opinion: . *“I -know of
nothing we cp’u_ld do today that

. would, waste more of our re-

sources -or add more to our
risks.”

Strenuous Argument
That was pretty/ strong lan-

" guage, particularly since some
“of Mr. McNamara’s top military

advisers on the Joint Chiefs of
Staff had strenuously argued in
favor of a, much: bigger system
designed to defend against a
Russian ICBM attack. -

Mr. McNamara Sperit a sub-
stantial portion of his speech
trying to answer these, argu-

ments, presumably in hopes of

forestalling . soe .of ‘the pres-
sures he  predicted, The pres-
sures were not Iong in sur-

“Joint Cmnm‘tee on Atomw

Energy,” Senators+Johii O. Pas-
tore of Rhode Island..and Henry
M. Jdtksorr of ' WasHing
hailed: ithe . ‘decigion. ‘45 “a-good
first.. scep and- called on the

Admxnxstratxon to take the'; sec- .
" ond,’ to defend agamst‘ : :
viets. THe' Mmtaxy Apphcaﬁlons '
“r-Subcommlttee headed by Sen-

""'c'o'st much more. .
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: .atox ;Jackson is to Dbegin hear-
. ings .on the question early next

month. .
In- brief, Mr McNatnara be-
licves that a heavy missile de-

_fense, whether it cost $10-bil-
lion, $20-billion or $40-billion,

would :be ineffective, because

* the ‘Russians would- be forced

to build * enough additional
ICBM’s to make sure they could
penetrate it. And he feels it
would be counter-productive be-
cause _the -inevitable . upward
spiral in the. aris. race would
drain money in-both countries
that might be put to:better use,
would increase world tensions,
and xmght elimirfate any chance
for meaningful arms limitation
agreements. '

- The comcrstom of America's
nuclear -strategy, in Mr. McNa-
mara’s -view, is deterrence. If
the United: States POSSEsses
enough IChws”

“will

thgat even_
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after suffrmg a first strike it
could retgiate and Kill tens of

‘millions gfithe enemy, then the
“enemy shuld be deterreéd from
+ initiating | uclear way.

But theloint Chiefs and cer-

tain otherjlanners, while agree-

ing thatideterrence probably
worf want ‘to protect
against th< possibility that it
won’t, Thy believe a heavy

Nike-X sysem would save tens -

of muhons*of American lives if

“deterrencelailed.

- -On: the umted Nike X, v1r-'
tually all rfxcxals, civiian and
military, wo had *studied. the

- system,: aged it would: very
- likely prevat the Chinese from .

hitting Anrlcan “cities with

~1CBM's in ie next decade.’

One intelfence estimate sees
the Chinesegetting their first
operational BM in about 1970
and a forcef 25 to 75 ICBM's
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" There is reason to believe
Mr. McNamara would have pre-
ferred waiting perhaps another
year or so before going ahead
with- a Chinese-oriented system
on the rationale that since the
threat would not be significant
until "1975, and since alight -
Nike- X system to handle it
could be emplaced in five years,
there was still time.

“But.some Administration and

" ‘Congressional figures were wor-

ried about the faster-than-ex-

- 'pected pace of the Chinese nu-
"+ clear warhead and missile pro-
" grams.

And it was becoming
“‘increasingly likely, as the 1968
. election neared, that the Repub-
lican$ would roast Mr. Johnson,
if he had not acted, for being
willing to spend more than $2-

*“billion 'a month to defend Viet-
" nmam but unwilling to spend
‘$5-billion over five years to
- defend the United States.
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